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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1, 3-4, and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Kilduff et al. (US Pat 241 3505). 

With respect to claims 1 and 3 Kilduff et al. teaches a lighting fixture (fig 9), 
comprising a housing 1 supporting a first lamp 6 including a wall 21 and an opening 
opposite the wall (Fig 11). Kilduff also teaches a first suspension cable 23 coupled with 
a housing. The cable includes opposite first and second ends (shown in Fig 1, not 
numbered) the first end of the suspension cable having a first loop (loop connecting to 
22). Kilduff also teaches a first tongue 22 that is formed integrally therewith in the wall 
of the housing (Fig 11) that engages the loop of the cable (Fig 9), and a second tongue 
formed in the wall that has a second suspension cable that has a loop that engages the 
second tongue (as indicated below). 
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As for claim 4, Kilduff shows that the wall of the housing includes opposing ends 
(Fig 9) and the first tongue is disposed adjacent to one of the ends. 

As for claim 7, Kilduff further teaches the housing supporting a plurality of 
fluorescent lamps 6. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 6 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kilduff in view of McAlpin (US Pub 2003/0058640). 

As for claim 6, Kilduff et al. teaches the lighting fixture as discussed above, but 
fails to teach a housing including first and second end caps engaging opposing ends of 
a wall of the housing. McAlpin teaches a housing fig 1 that includes first and second 
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end caps 1 , 2 engaging opposing ends of a wall of the housing. It would have been 
obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the end caps of McAlpin with the 
lighting device of Kilduff in order to provide a cover that protects the sides of the lighting 
apparatus. 

As for claim 8, Kilduff teaches the lighting fixture as discussed above, but fails to 
teach a wall of the housing that includes an elongated slot allowing light from the lamp 
to shine there through away from the opening of the housing. McAlpin teaches a wall of 
a housing that includes an elongated slot allowing light from the lamp to shine there 
through away from the opening of the housing (paragraph 0017). It would have been 
obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the slots of McAlpin with the 
lighting fixture of Kilduff in order to allow light to shine through the opening of the slot 
and to allow airflow into the device to cool the light sources. 

Claims 9-11, and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kilduff et al. in view of Florence (US Pat 3591798). 

Kilduff teaches the lighting fixture as discussed above, but fails to teach a first 
parabolic reflector that is coupled within the elongated housing, aligned with the first 
lamp, including a plurality of baffles. Florence teaches a first parabolic reflector that is 
coupled with the housing 45 aligned with the first lamp for directing light in a direction 
through the opening of the housing. Florence also teaches the parabolic reflector 
having a plurality of baffles extending towards the opening of the housing 26. It would 
have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to combine features of Florence 
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with the device of Kilduff et al. in order to reflect more light out of the apparatus by using 
a parabolic reflector, and to disperse the light more evenly by using baffles. 

As for claim 10, Kilduff teaches the device of claim 9 as discussed above. 
Florence teaches a second parabolic reflector that is coupled with the housing adjacent 
to the first parabolic reflector 41, and a second lamp is supported in the housing and 
aligned with the second parabolic reflector 15. It would have been obvious for one of 
ordinary skill in the art to combine features of Florence with the device of Kilduff in order 
to reflect more light out of the apparatus by using an additional parabolic reflector. 

As for claim 1 1 , Kilduff et al. teaches a lighting fixture comprising an elongated 
housing 1 supporting first and second lamps (6, Fig 1) including a wall 21 and an 
opening opposite of the wall (Fig 11); the wall includes opposing ends (as seen in Fig 1) 
and first and second suspension cables (23, as indicated above) coupled with the 
housing, each of the first and second suspension cables including opposite first and 
second end (shown in Fig 1, not numbered), and the second ends of the suspension 
cables are adapted to engage a support to suspend the housing 1 from the support 22. 
Kilduff et al. also teaches first and second tongues (22, Fig 9) formed integrally 
therewith, and each of the first ends of the suspension cables having a loop engaging 
the first and second tongues of the wall of the housing (Fig 9). Kilduff et al. fails to 
teach first and second reflectors for directing light from the first and second lamps 
through the opening. Florence teaches first and second reflectors directing light from 
the two lamps through the opening 41 , 45. It would have been obvious for one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine the reflectors of Florence 
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with the lighting apparatus of Kilduff et al. in order to provide more of a lighting array by 
reflecting more light out of the device. 

As for claim 15, Kilduff teaches the lighting fixture as discussed above. Florence 
teaches first and second parabolic reflectors that are coupled within the elongated 
housing and aligned with the first and second lamps, respectively, for directing light in a 
direction through the opening of the housing, and each of the parabolic reflectors 
including a plurality of baffles extending towards the opening of the housing 41 , 45. It 
would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to combine features of 
Florence with the device of Kilduff in order to reflect more light out of the apparatus by 
using a parabolic reflector, and to disperse the light more efficiently by using baffles. 

Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kilduff et 
al. and Florence as applied to claim 1 1 above, and further in view of McAlpin (US 
2003/0058640). 

Kilduff teaches the lighting fixture as discussed above, but fails to teach a wall of 
the housing that includes an elongated slot allowing light from the lamp to shine there 
through away from the opening of the housing. McAlpin teaches a wall of a housing 
that includes an elongated slot allowing light from the lamp to shine there through away 
from the opening of the housing (section 0017). It would have been obvious for one of 
ordinary skill in the art to combine the slots of McAlpin with the lighting fixture of Kilduff 
in order to allow light to shine through the opening of the slot and to allow airflow into 
the device to cool the light sources. 
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Claims 20, 21, 23 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ambasz (US Pat 4613930) in view of Kilduff et al. 

As for claims 20 and 23, Ambasz discloses a method of suspending a lighting 
fixture from a support, including a housing 32 supporting at least one lamp 50, first and 
second end caps (14a, 14b), a support cable that is attached between the end plates 
and the main part of the housing. Figure 1 of Ambasz suggests that the first end of the 
suspension cable is inserted between the housing of the fixture and the end caps in 
order to suspend the device. The method of looping the end of the suspension cable 
around a suspension member formed in the wall of the housing is inherent in the 
structure of the loop shown by Ambasz in 46, 48. Ambasz also teaches that the second 
end of the suspension cable opposite of the light fixture is suspended from a support 
(Col 3, lines 5-6). Ambasz does not specify that the member is formed integrally 
therewith. Kilduff et al. teaches a tongue member 22 that is integrally formed within the 
wall of a housing 21 . It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to 
combine the integrally formed tongue of Kilduff with the device of Ambasz in order to 
reduce the number of parts and to provide a sturdier supporting member. 

As for claim 21, in figure 1, Ambasz shows that the suspension cable is inserted 
between the wall of the housing of the lighting fixture and looped the suspension cable 
around another suspension cable formed integrally therewith in the wall of the housing, 
as shown in figure 1 . The second suspension cable end opposite of the first end 
suspends the lighting fixture from the support, since the light is a since light fixture. 



Application/Control Number: 10/815,993 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2875 

As for claim 26, Ambasz teaches the method as discussed above. Ambasz fails 
to teach the order of coupling the suspension cables, but it would have been obvious to 
connect the suspension cable to the support before attaching it to the device in order to 
gauge the desired elevation of the lighting device in comparison to the support. 

Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ambasz 
and Kilduff et al. as applied to claim 20 above, and further in view of Florence. 

As for claim 25, Ambasz teaches the method as discussed above, but fails to 
teach a parabolic reflector and a plurality of baffles. Florence teaches a first parabolic 
reflector that is coupled with the housing 45 aligned with the lamp for directing light in a 
direction through the opening of the housing. Florence also teaches the parabolic 
reflector having a plurality of baffles extending towards the opening of the housing 26. It 
would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to combine features of 
Florence with the device of Ambasz in order to reflect more light out of the apparatus by 
using a parabolic reflector, and to disperse the light more efficiently by using baffles. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-29 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 5, 13, and 24 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
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The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: 

As for claims 5, 13, and 24, the prior art fails to teach or disclose a light fixture 
with an end cap engaged with an end of a wall that has a tab spaced from and covering 
a portion of a tongue. 

Claims 16-19 are allowed. The reasons for allowance are indicated in the Office 
action of 2/7/2006. 

Claims 27-29 are allowed. 

The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: The prior art 
fail to teach or disclose a light fixture with a housing supporting a first lamp with a wall 
with first and second slots with a first tong located therebetween, the tongue with a free 
distal end, and a suspension cable with a first loop slideable receivable in the first and 
second slots and on the first ting of the wall. 

Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later 
than the payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably 
accompany the issue fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on 
Statement of Reasons for Allowance." 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Evan Dzierzynski whose telephone number is (571)- 
272-2336. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 7:00 am - 
3:30pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Renee Luebke can be reached on M-F (571)-272-2009. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Evan Dzierzynski 
7/18/2006 



